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REMARKS 

In light of the above amendments and following remarks, reconsideration and 
allowance of this application are respectfully requested. 

At paragraph 3 of the outstanding Office Action, the Examiner has objected to the 
specification citing various informalities. Applicants have addressed these informalities as 
suggested by the Examiner, and therefore request that the objection to the specification on these 
grounds be withdrawn. 

At paragraph 4 of the outstanding Office Action, the Examiner has requested a 
new title. While Applicants have not used the title suggested by the Examiner, Applicants have 
amended the title to one that is more clearly indicative of the invention to which the claims are 
directed. 

At paragraph 5 of the outstanding Office Action, the Examiner has requested 
amendments to the Abstract. Applicants have amended the Abstract to more particularly set 
forth the goal of the invention. Applicants therefore request that the objection to the Abstract be 
withdrawn. 

The Examiner has requested changes to Figs. 1, 4, 6 and 7. Applicants have 
amended these figures as requested by the Examiner, and therefore request that the objection to 
the drawings on these grounds be withdrawn. Applicants note that the addition of databases to 
the portal of figure 1 would be known in the art for storing various scripts, graphics and other 
objects, as noted at page 2, lines 1-3 of the application. 

At paragraph 7 of the outstanding Office Action, the Examiner has indicated that 
no International Search Report was provided with the European references. Applicants note that 
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the four references submitted in the Information Disclosure Statement are in the English 
language, and therefore a copy of the European Search Report is not required. Applicants submit 
concurrently herewith two prior art references ("Model- View-Controller," May 14, 1998, from 
http://ootips.org : and Model View Controller, from http://www.obiect-arts.org) describing the 
well-known model-view controller. 

At paragraph 8 of the outstanding Office Action, the Examiner has rejected claims 1-8 
under 35 U.S.C. §101 as presenting software that is not tangibly embodied on a computer 
readable medium. Applicants have amended independent claims 1 and 6 to specifically recite 
that the portal application is for implementation on a multipurpose computer, and therefore 
request that the rejection to these claims be withdrawn. 

At paragraph 9 of the outstanding Office Action, the Examiner has objected to the 
terms "core service" and "special service", indicating that there is insufficient antecedent basis 
for these limitations in claim 9. Applicants note that in each case, sufficient antecedent basis was 
previously provided. Nonetheless, Applicants have amended independent claim 9 to recite "a 
first core service" and "a second special service", thereby providing proper antecedent basis. 
Applicants therefore request that the rejection of claim 9 under 35 U.S.C. §1 12 be withdrawn. 

At paragraphs 10-11, the Examiner has rejected claims 1-10 as using terms 
rendering the claims indefinite. Applicants have amended each of the claims to more 
particularly define the claims, specifically addressing to the portions of the claims noted by the 
Examiner. In light of these amendments to the claims, Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejection of claims 1-10 under 35 U.S.C. §1 12 be withdrawn. 

At paragraphs 13-15, the Examiner has rejected claims 1-10 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(e) as being anticipated by Helgeson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,643,652). Applicants 
respectfijlly traverse the rejection. 
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Each of independent claims 1, 6, 8 and 9 recite that the portal application is 
structured in accordance with a "model-view-controller architecture". Applicants submit that 
this "model-view-controller" is a well known software implementation, and comprises a logical 
structure of a software program. Such a "model-view-controller" does not comprise a hardware 
arrangement. A more complete description of such a model-view controller is set forth in the 
two accompanying prior art references "Model-View-Controller" as described in the website 
"object-arts.com," and "Model-View-Controller" as described at the website "ootips.org," a copy 
of each of which have been included with the accompanying Information Disclosure Statement. 

Applicants submit that Helgeson merely describes a three-tier hardware structure 
and in fact describes nothing more than a distributed network system. Applicants submit that 
Helgeson has nothing to do with a logical organization of a multi-media service according to a 
model- view-controller software model. Applicants submit that the present invention presents a 
unique application for using a model-view-controller approach as applicable to a portal 
application for providing accesses fi^om clients to a multi-media service. 

Applicants therefore respectfiiUy request that the rejection of claims 1-10 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(e) be withdrawn. 

In the Conclusion at paragraph 16, the Examiner ftorther notes that the Examiner 
has found numerous arts that overcome the disclosed subject matter, and also makes a note that 
all the claims 1-10 are anticipated by the references cited by the International Search Report. It 
is unclear whether the Examiner intended to reject the pending claims over these references. 
Applicants request that a comparison between the claimed elements and the references be 
provided in proper rejection. 

Nonetheless, Applicants respectfiilly disagree with the Examiner's interpretation of the 
references cited in the International Search Report as applied to the present claims. Applicants 
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note that in each situation, and particularly the Betz article, while a model-view-controller model 
is depicted, the teaching is limited to the interaction between a single client and a server. 
However, in accordance with the invention, for example as set forth in claim 1, a plurality of 
services are provided, and therefore allow for connection from a client via the model-view- 
controller model for accessing various services. Thus, while Betz suggests a one-to-one 
correspondence, the claimed invention refers to a many-to-one correspondence. Thus, according 
to the present invention, interaction between a client and different services is permissible. As the 
services commimicate with each other by means of a controller, services can be dynamically 
installed and removed as necessary. 

Applicants therefore submit that while the Examiner has not formally rejected the 
claims based upon the references in the International Search Report, doing so would be 
improper. 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicants have made a diligent effort to place claims 1-10 in condition for allowance, 
and notice to this effect is eamestly solicited. If the Examiner is unable to issue a Notice of 
Allowance regarding claims 1-10, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the 
undersigned attorney in order to discuss any further outstanding issues. 

Early and favorable consideration are respectfully requested. 

Please charge any fees incurred by reason of this response to Deposit Account No. 



50-0320. 



Respectfully submitted. 



FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG LLP 




Wordon M. K^sler 
Reg. No. 38,511 
(212)588-0800 
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